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Abstract. Emerging low-powered architectures like Coarse-Grain Re-
configurable Arrays (CGRAs) are becoming more common. Often in-
cluded as co-processors, they are used to accelerate compute-intensive
workloads like loops. The speedup obtained is defined by the hardware
design of the accelerator and by the quality of the compilation. State of
the art (SoA) compilation techniques leverage modulo scheduling to min-
imize the Iteration Interval (II), exploit the architecture parallelism and,
consequentially, reduce the execution time of the accelerated workload.
In our work, we focus on improving the compilation process by find-
ing the lowest II for any given topology, through a satisfiability (SAT)
formulation of the mapping problem. We introduce a novel schedule,
called Kernel Mobility Schedule, to encode all the possible mappings for
a given Data Flow Graph (DFG) and for a given II. The schedule is
used together with the CGRA architectural information to generate all
the constraints necessary to find a valid mapping. Experimental results
demonstrate that our method not only reduces compilation time on aver-
age but also achieves higher quality mappings compared to existing SoA
techniques.
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Scheduling · Mapping · Optimization

1 Problem Description

1.1 Introduction

Achieving high efficiency with low power requirements is a recurring problem in
hardware design and there are many architectures in the state-of-the-art trying
to address this problem. A promising set of architectures that fits the specific
are Coarse-Grain Reconfigurable Arrays (CGRAs) [7, 6]. They are often used
as co-processor to accelerate the most intensive part of a code, e.g. loops, and
their most common structure is depicted in Figure 1.a. Typically, every Pro-
cessing Element (PE) is connected with the nearest PE and is equipped with
an Arithmetic-Logic Unit (ALU) and some internal registers. The PE network
allows the exchange of data produced during the computation by the processing
elements, while the connection to the main memory allows every PE to load
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external data. Good code generation is necessary to enable high performance on
this kind of architecture.
The key challenge in the compilation process is to find a space-time mapping
that can fully exploit the intrinsic instruction-level parallelism offered by the
architecture. Our research is currently focused on exploring new mapping tech-
niques using a SAT-based approach [10, 9], where constraints related to data
dependency, architectural features, and scheduling are formulated as Boolean
equations.

1.2 Mapping problem

Previous mapping techniques approached the problem in a different way. Some
methods reduced the mapping problem to a graph theory problem [5, 3], while
others solved the problem with linear programming [4]. However, many of these
methods produced mappings of low quality, or alternatively, high-quality map-
pings but with significantly extended compilation times.

The CGRA mapping problem requires finding a valid space-time mapping
from a DFG to the target CGRA architecture by entailing different challenges.
In the context of CGRA this implies assigning the program instructions to the
device PE and routing the data guaranteeing the functional correctness of the
application. Figure 1.b depict a DFG and Figure 1.c shows a possible mapping
of it on a 2× 2 CGRA, without applying modulo scheduling [8].

a) b) c)

Fig. 1. a) Abstract 3× 3 CGRA architecture with 2d-mesh topology. b) Loop in DFG
form. Red edges are loop-carried dependencies; black edges are data dependencies. c)
One valid mapping of the DFG on the left in a 2× 2 CGRA

1.3 Modulo Scheduling

Modulo scheduling is a common compilation technique used to execute multiple
iterations of a loop in an interleaved manner to reduce the execution time. After
this optimization is applied, the code mapped on the device is divided into three
sections: prologue, kernel and epilogue. As shown in Figure 3.a, Prologue and
Epilogue are executed only once, while kernel is executed multiple times instead.
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The length of the kernel is called Iteration Interval (II) and lower II cor-
responds to lower execution times. Minimizing the II is the objective of every
mapping algorithm, since lower II corresponds to high-quality mappings. Fig-
ure 1.c shows how the DFG in Figure 1.b can be scheduled and mapped on a
2× 2 CGRA with an II of 3. The minimum iteration interval (mII) is computed
according to the formula in [8], that is:

mII = max(ResII,RecII) (1)

The first lower bound is given by the resource available on the CGRA and
by the resource needed by the DFG, ResII =

⌈
#nodesdfg

#PE

⌉
=

⌈
11
4

⌉
= 3. The

second bound is given by the length of the longest loop l in the DFG, RecII =

max
(
⌈ length(l)
distance(l)⌉

)
l∈DFG

= 2.
According to equation 1 the lowest possible II for the DFG in Figure 1 is 3,

so there is no possible better solution than the one shown in Figure 3.c.

2 Methodology

2.1 Compilation

Register
allocation

Constraints Generation
and Sat solvingDFG Schedule

Generation
Final

Mapping

II++

Loop LLVM IR

II++

Fig. 2. SAT-MapIt tool-chain iteratively increases the II if no mapping is returned by
the SAT solver or if the register allocation phase failed

The compilation process targets compute-intensive loops, which can be iden-
tified automatically or manually via pragma annotations. Since our research is
focused more on the mapping phase, we manually mark the loops to be mapped
with a pragma.

As shown in Figure 2 the first step of the compilation process we developed
is to generate a semantically equivalent version of the loop with LLVM Interme-
diate Representation (LLVM IR) and from there extract the Data Flow Graph
(DFG).

Next, in the Schedule Generation phase we introduce a novel schedule called
Kernel Mobility Schedule (KMS), which is necessary to our SAT formulation to
find the mapping with the lowest II. The first step to generate the KMS is the
construction of the Mobility Schedule (MS). By using the As-Soon-As-Possible
(ASAP) and As-Late-As-Possible (ALAP) schedules we create the MS, and then
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with a starting value for the II we iteratively fold the MS on itself by adding
a label to every node after every folding. Figure 3.b shows this step applied
to the graph in Figure 1.b. The KMS is then used with the DFG to generate
the constraints the SAT solver needs to find a valid solution. Our formulation
is register agnostic, so we need to have an additional phase, that is Register
Allocation, to validate the output of the SAT solver.
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Fig. 3. a) Modulo scheduling of the DFG in Figure 1.b, highlighting the division be-
tween prologue, kernel, and epilogue. b) Kernel Mobility Schedule generation. c) One
valid mapping of the kernel on a 2× 2 CGRA.

2.2 Formulation

Our mapping methodology leverages the SAT solver’s ability to efficiently navi-
gate the problem’s complex solution space. We encode the problem as conjunc-
tive normal form (CNF) formula using literals in the form: xn,p,c,it , where n
denotes the node identifier in the DFG, p denotes a PE on the CGRA, c rep-
resents at which cycle a node is scheduled, and it to which iteration the node
refers to. From an high-level point of view all statements can be divided in three
main sets of clauses:

– C1: Each node is associated with a set of literals. Within each set, exactly
one literal must be assigned as True.

– C2: Since a PE can only execute one instruction per cycle, at most one node
can be mapped on a given PE at a given cycle.

– C3: Every node’s predecessor and/or successor must be placed in a neighbour
PE, to ensure that data can be shared through the PE network.

This formulation can also use modulo scheduling to reduce the execution
time on the CGRA thanks to the Kernel Mobility Schedule. The full and more
formal definition of the constraints is explained in detail in our recent work [9,
10].
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Fig. 4. Experimental results of the chosen benchmarks for 4 different CGRA sizes.
We compare the best II obtained by RAMP and PathSeeker with the II found by our
tool-chain SAT-MapIt. A red cross means that the process did not terminate before
a timeout of 4000 seconds. A black cross means the process was terminated when it
reached the max II allowed (50) without finding a feasible solution. Red dashes indicate
the minimum II (mII). For the 2 × 2 CGRA, hotspot had a mII of 17, which is not
displayed.

3 Experimental Results
Using a set of benchmarks from MiBench and Rodinia, we compare our tool-
chain SAT-MapIt [10] against the SoA tools RAMP[5] and PathSeeker[1]. Figure
4 shows the II found by every tool for different CGRA sizes. Our methodology
can explore the solution space fully and, consequentially, always return the best
possible solution for every DFG considered.

It can be seen that SAT-MapIt outperforms the SoA in almost 50% of the
benchmarks by finding mappings with low II. Compilation times are also lower
on average in our experiments. In 26 out of 44 cases, our compilation time is
is higher than the SoA, although the average time increase is only 15 seconds.
While in the other cases, when our compilation times are lower, the time saved
is on average 962 seconds.

4 Conclusion

During our research, we have introduced several novelties into the SoA. We
proposed a new schedule called KMS and a novel SAT formulation that can
exploit the modulo scheduling optimization technique to always return the best
possible mapping for a given DFG. We also made open source the tool-chain
(SAT-MapIt) [11] that implements all the steps needed to map on a CGRA. Our
mapper’s output is currently compatible with the OpenEdgeCGRA [2], but it
can be easily adapted to any other architecture.
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4.1 Future work

The focus of our research is centered on compilation technique for CGRA and
we are currently trying to further expand our methodology to support larger
DFGs and CGRA sizes. However, we are also exploring promising emerging
technologies, such as neuromorphic computing architectures, which currently
require significant enhancements in compilation techniques.
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Foundation under Grants: ML-Edge (200020-182009) and ADApprox (200020-
188613).
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